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Pacific Bell Telephone Company (“AT&T California™), pursuant to Rule 6.3, replies to the comments of other
parties concerning the Proposed Decision of Commissioner Chong (“PD”).
I. CONDITIONS NECESSARY FOR DETARIFFING HAVE BEEN SATISFIED.

TURN contends that the PD errs by allowing detariffing. TURN claims, for example, that Public Utilities

Code §495.7 requires a service-by-service analysis before detariffing can be authorized." But nothing in §495.7
requires such an approach. In URF Phase 1, the Commission conducted a thorough review of the extensive record in
this proceeding and found that the ILECs lack market power throughout their service territories, and that alternatives
are available to customers as substitutes for wireline services.” Because these findings encompass all of the ILECs’
services throughout their service territories, they obviate any need for a service-by-service review.

TURN also contends that the Commission’s competition analysis did not consider market share, as required
by §495.7(b)(1). As the PD points out, however, the Commission specifically considered market share but found that
it was neither particularly useful nor probative for evaluating market power in today’s telecommunications market.’
The Commission discussed why, from the standpoint of economic analysis, market share data can be a meaningless
tool for evaluating market power. TURN may not agree with the Commission, but it is incorrect to contend that the
Commission did not consider market share.

TURN also incorrectly contends that the URF Decision does not support a finding that competitive
alternatives exist for most customers, because the URF Decision also took into consideration the FCC’s unbundling
policies as a limitation on the market power of the ILECs.* The evidence that led to the URF Decision included the
availability and substitutability of alternatives such as wireless, cable, and Internet-based voice communications. The
Commission rejected arguments by TURN and DRA that the Commission define the market for telecommunications
service more narrowly and focus on wireline services.” Instead, the Commission concluded that the market should be
defined broadly to include a variety of services and service providers.® As a result, the Commission found that
competitive alternatives are widely available.” The Commission also correctly found that the ILECs’ market power is
limited by the FCCs unbundling scheme, “which makes it possible for competitors to provide telecommunications
services in every wire center located in their service territories.”® Contrary to TURN’s contention, the URF Decision

provides an ample basis for the Commission to conclude that competitive alternatives are available to most customers.

TURN, pp. 2-4. All references to code sections refer to the Public Utilities Code.

E.g., Re Rulemaking to Assess and Revise the Regulation of Telecommunications Utilities, Decision No. 06-08-030,
Opinion, 2006 WL 2527822, (Cal.P.U.C. Aug. 24, 20006), pp. 4, 117-133, 262-264, 265-267 (Findings of Fact 50-
51), 262-267 (Findings of Fact (“FoF”) 17, 19-20, 32, 36, 39, 44, 50-51, 62-63), 274-275 (Conclusions of Law
(“CoL”) 13-20) (hereinafter “URF Decision™).

PD, p. 44. See also URF Decision, pp. 125-129, 246-247, 266 (FoF 57, 60) 275 (CoL 22-23).

TURN, pp. 6-7.

URF Decision, p. 124.

PD, p. 42.

UREF Decision, pp. 202, 262 (FoFs 18, 20), 263 (FoFs 30, 32), 264 (FoFs 33-39, 41-45), 265 (FoFs 46-47, 49, 51),
267 (FoFs 62-63), 268 (FoF 77), 274 (CoLs 11, 13-14), 276 (CoL 28).

8 Id at 274 (CoL 16).
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TURN asserts that the consumer protection requirements of §495.7 have not been satisfied.” To the contrary,
consumers are protected by numerous laws and regulations covering freedom of choice, disclosure of information,
privacy, and enforcement.'® The Commission also retains its authority and procedures to resolve customer and carrier
complaints. Additionally, protection against unfair competition and anticompetitive behavior exists in the form of
antitrust laws and statutory requirements that prohibit unfair business practices. These and other consumer
protections discussed in the PD satisfy the conditions necessary for the Commission to allow detariffing under §495.7.

TURN argues that the Tier 3 advice letter process (requiring a Commission resolution) is necessary to “reflect

911

the proper application of [§495.7].”" TURN’s argument is based on its position that §495.7 requirements for
detariffing have not been satisfied and that a service-by-service analysis is required. As discussed above, the PD
correctly finds the detariffing requirements of §495.7 are satisfied, and there is no valid basis for conducting a service-
by-service analysis. Thus, TURN’s proposed Tier 3 treatment should be rejected.

DRA criticizes the PD’s clarification that the term “basic service” means residential basic service.”> DRA
speculates that it is “plausible” that in §495.7, the Legislature intended to preclude detariffing of not only residential
basic service, but business basic service as well. The Public Utilities Code does not define the term “basic service,”
and the PD’s clarification that the term means residential basic service is both reasonable and consistent with how the
Commission has defined the term in the past. DRA’s criticism should be disregarded.

Sprint/Nextel (“Sprint”) asserts the PD should be changed to preclude ILECs from detariffing “retail special
access” service in “any future URF decision.”"® Sprint’s proposal is based on speculation about what the PD intends
to “set the stage” for with its definition of “resale” and a great deal of re-argument by Sprint of its position concerning
“special access services.”'* Sprint’s proposal must be rejected. Special access service was not an issue in Phase 1 of
this proceeding, not covered by the Phase 1 decision, and not covered by the PD. The Commission will address
special access service in a subsequent decision in this phase of the proceeding. Sprint’s proposal is outside the scope
of the PD and should not be adopted because it would prejudge an issue that will be the topic of a future decision.

Time Warner, et al., also make a proposal that is inappropriate and extends beyond the intended scope of the
PD. Time Warner proposes that the PD be modified to preclude carriers from detariffing access services including
switched access and special access, and “any other services presently purchased by CLECs or IXCs from ILECs under
tariff.”'> While AT&T California agrees that switched access and special access services are beyond the scope of the
detariffing granted in the PD, the reference to undefined “other services presently purchased by CLECs or IXCs from

ILECs under tariff” is not only unnecessary, it is incorrect. For example, other carriers currently purchase retail

®  TURN, pp. 7-9.

See, e.g., D.06-03-013, Appdx. D (listing consumer protection statutes and regulations).

TURN, p. 9. The PD finds that the Tier 2 advice letter process is appropriate for detariffing requests. PD, pp. 51-52.
2 DRA,p.7.

Sprint/Nextel, p. 5.

" Id. at4.

Time Warner, p. 2.



services from AT&T California’s retail tariff. The URF Phase 1 decision granted full pricing flexibility to these retail
services, and the PD appropriately allows their detariffing. Time Warner’s proposal should be rejected.

II. CARRIERS IN A DETARIFFED ENVIRONMENT SHOULD NOT BE MICROMANAGED.

TURN and DRA would have the Commission micromanage how carriers establish contractual relationships
and communicate with their customers in a detariffed environment. For example, DRA asks the Commission to hold
a workshop to establish rules for the form and content of carriers’ contracts with customers and to require carriers’
contracts to inform customers of their right to submit complaints to the Commission for investigation. '® DRA and
TURN also ask the Commission to mandate the details of how carriers organize and provide information on their
websites.!”  Such requests should be rejected.

As the PD correctly recognizes, Commission micromanagement of carriers’ contracting practices would only
constrain the benefits of the competitive market: “We decline to adopt any content regulation for contracts. In a
competitive market, carriers compete on both price and non-price terms. By offering different contract terms and
conditions, carriers seek to differentiate themselves from their competitors.”'®

Imposing detailed form and substance requirements for carriers’ websites similarly would constrain the
benefits of competition. Competition requires that carriers respond innovatively and quickly to consumer demand and
marketing moves made by their competitors. Innovation can and will occur in service characteristics, pricing
structures, and the way information is presented on websites and other media, unless artificially constrained by
regulation. The current PD requires carriers to post service rates, terms, and conditions on a website, along with a
toll-free telephone number which a customer can call to receive a hard copy of those rates, terms, and conditions.
Anything beyond that requirement would constrain competition.'’ Carriers should have broad flexibility to determine
how best to meet the contractual and informational needs of their customers.

DRA wants the PD modified to require carriers to post individual case basis (ICB) contracts on their public
websites. DRA’s proposal again exhibits a misunderstanding or rejection of the competitive marketplace. In that
marketplace, it may make sense to post generally available rates, terms, and conditions on a website; it does not make
sense for ICB contracts. An ICB contract is individually negotiated with a customer. In contrast, the vast majority of
customers purchase services subject to generally available rates, terms, and conditions. Additionally, carriers and
their customers in a competitive environment should not be required to make publicly available to competitors the
terms and conditions of their negotiated ICB contracts. Contrary to DRA’s suggestion in its comments, ICB contracts
will not be “invisible” to the Commission; it will continue to have general investigative authority to review the
contracts as necessary. The PD states in Finding of Fact 20 that the requirement for website posting applies to

“information that is substantially equivalent to information previously contained in [carriers’] tariffs” (emphasis

1 See, e.g., DRA, pp. 6, 13.

7" See, e.g., id. at 8-9; TURN, pp. 10-11.
¥ PD, p.6l.

" Id at 38,46, 67 (FoF 22), 70 (CoL 11).



added). This language excludes ICB contracts and should not be changed. The Commission should reject DRA’s
proposal.

DRA contends that certain tariff terms and conditions should apply to detariffed services.”® Detariffing,
however, means just that: no tariff rates, terms, or conditions apply to the detariffed service. Applying tariff terms to
a service is not detariffing as envisioned by §495.7 and the URF Decision. DRA’s contention should be rejected.

TURN argues the PD must clarify the term “consent” as used in the context of the PD’s requirement that a
carrier obtain a customer’s consent before including a unilateral rate increase or more restrictive term or condition in a
term contract. Such clarification is not needed; in fact, no Commission oversight is needed in this area. Detariffing is
intended to eliminate the Commission dictating the terms and conditions for carriers’ services and the means by which
carriers establish and change contractual relationships with their customers. Carriers are subject to a myriad of legal
requirements (for which there is a vast body of law) establishing when and how they establish and change contracts
with their customers, including how contracts can be modified and what constitutes valid consent by the parties to
those modifications. In a detariffed environment, the Commission can and should defer to this body of law to govern
the contractual relationships of carriers and their customers, just as society does for businesses and customers in other
competitive industries. TURN’s request for the Commission to define consent is unnecessary and should be
rejected.”!

I1I. MORE ONEROUS ADVICE LETTER AND TARIFF REQUIREMENTS SHOULD BE REJECTED.

DRA claims the PD errs by not allowing protests to URF carrier rate changes on the grounds that the new rate
is not “just and reasonable.””* TURN similarly complains that the PD “goes too far” by prohibiting such protests.”
The URF Decision correctly found that price regulation is no longer needed to ensure that prices are just and
reasonable.”* As the PD observes, DRA either rejects or misunderstands the URF Decision’s findings regarding
competition and, in particular, the Commission’s conclusion that in a competitive market the rates of market
participants are disciplined by each other’s offerings.”> Contrary to DRA’s and TURN’s arguments, it is entirely
appropriate for the PD to preclude protests that allege a rate is unjust and unreasonable as such protests are

. . . .. . . 26
inconsistent with the Commission’s findings and conclusions.

2 DRA, p. 14.

21 Additionally, as AT&T California explained in its opening comments (pp. 10-11), the PD’s mandating of notice
requirements for term contracts is inappropriate where the negotiating parties agree on when and how notice will be
provided.

2 DRA, pp. 3-5.

» TURN, pp. 13-15.

* URF Decision, p. 132.

»  PD,p.28.

" In support of its argument, DRA points to the CHCF-B Proposed Decision in R.06-06-028 (“CHCF-B PD”). There
is nothing in the CHCF-B PD that can be read to suggest that there has been a failure of competition. The CHCF-B
PD focuses on the determination of an affordable rate for the primary residential access line in high cost areas based
on public policy considerations. No other service is at issue, and there is no suggestion that services subject to full
pricing flexibility under URF should be treated any differently in high cost areas.



DRA also erroneously asserts that the PD must remove tariff limitations of liability and the protections of the
filed rate doctrine for tariffed services.*’ Apparently, DRA believes the inability to protest the reasonableness of price
changes somehow transforms a tariffed service into a non-tariffed service, notwithstanding the tariff on file with the
Commission. DRA’s position is untenable. A service subject to a tariff filed with the Commission is by definition
and law a tariffed service and appropriately subject to tariff limitations of liability and the filed rate doctrine.
Additionally, DRA’s concern — the reasonableness of price changes for services with full pricing flexibility — is
unfounded for the reasons previously indicated.

DRA asks that the PD be modified to adopt penalties for improperly filed advice letters.”® The PD, however,
already recognizes that the Commission has authority to order appropriate remedial action when necessary.”
Remedial action should be based on the facts and circumstances giving rise to such action, and it would be
inappropriate for the Commission to arbitrarily prejudge the need for a penalty. DRA’s proposal should be rejected.

DRA claims the PD’s requirement that tariffs remain for “9-1-1 or other emergency services” should include
a listing of “other emergency services.”*" The current language may be unclear, but DRA’s recommendation is
inconsistent with the intent of the PD, which states: “[d]ifferent considerations lead us to conclude that the
requirement to provide emergency service via 9-1-1 may not be modified or cancelled by filing an advice letter.”'
Clearly, the emergency services to which the exception is addressed are those provided via 9-1-1. The PD, therefore,
should be clarified to state that the tariff requirement remains for “emergency services provided via 9-1-1.”

DRA opposes the PD’s determination that issues raised in a protest to a Tier 1 advice letter should be resolved
within 150 days.>* Despite DRA’s opposition, it entirely reasonable to expect a Tier 1 protest to be resolved within 5

months. The 150-day interval promotes regulatory certainty and should be left unchanged.
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7 DRA,p.5
*Id at10, 11.
¥ PD, p. 20.

3 DRA incorrectly suggests that even call waiting and distinctive ringing may be emergency services.

31 Id. at 58 (emphasis added).
2 DRA, pp. 10-11.
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

CHERYL HILLS

ICG COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

620 3RD ST

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107-1902

CARL K. OSHIRO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CSBRT/CSBA

100 PINE STREET, SUITE 3110
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

E. GARTH BLACK

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JAMES D. SQUERI
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JEANNE B. ARMSTRONG
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JOSEPH F. WIEDMAN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111



MARGARET L. TOBIAS MARK P. SCHREIBER

MANDELL LAW GROUP, PC ATTORNEY AT LAW
THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER, SIXTH FL. COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MICHAEL B. DAY PATRICK M. ROSVALL

ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP COOPER, WHITE & COOPER, LLP

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900 201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

PATRICK M. ROSVALL SARAH DEYOUNG

COOPER WHITE & COOPER, LLP EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

201 CALIFORNIA STREET, 17TH FLOOR CALTEL

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 50 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 1500

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SARAH E. LEEPER THOMAS J. MACBRIDE, JR.

STEEFEL LEVITT & WEISS PC ATTORNEY AT LAW

1 EMBARCADERO CENTER 29TH FLOOR GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MARTIN A. MATTES EDWARD W. O'NEILL

ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW

NOSSAMAN, GUTHNER, KNOX & ELLIOTT, LLP DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR 505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533
SUZANNE TOLLER THOMAS HAMMOND

ATTORNEY AT LAW REAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE PO BOX 640410

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94164-0410

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

EARL NICHOLAS SELBY TERRY L. MURRAY
ATTORNEY AT LAW MURRAY & CRATTY

LAW OFFICES OF EARL NICHOLAS SELBY 8627 THORS BAY ROAD
418 FLORENCE STREET EL CERRITO, CA 94530

PALO ALTO, CA 94301

RICHARD M. HAIRSTON BETSY STOVER GRANGER
R.M. HAIRSTON COMPANY PACIFIC BELL WIRELESS
1112 LA GRANDE AVENUE 4420 ROSEWOOD DRIVE, 4TH FLOOR
NAPA, CA 94558-2168 PLEASANTON, CA 94588



DOROTHY CONNELLY

DIRECTOR, GOVERNMENT RELATIONS
ATIRTOUCH COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
2999 OAK RD 5

WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597-2066

DOUGLAS GARRETT

COX COMMUNICATIONS

2200 POWELL STREET, STE. 1035
EMERYVILLE, CA 94608

GLENN SEMOW

CALIFORNIA CABLE & TELECOMM. ASSOC.
360 22ND STREET, STE. 750

OAKLAND, CA 94612

MARIA POLITZER

CALIFORNIA CABLE & TELECOM ASSOCIATION
360 22ND STREET, NO. 750

OAKLAND, CA 94612

ROBERT GNAIZDA

POLICY DIRECTOR/GENERAL COUNSEL

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE

1918 UNIVERSITY AVENUE, SECOND FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704

MELISSA W. KASNITZ

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DISABILITY RIGHTS ADVOCATES
2001 CENTER STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704-1204

PALLE JENSEN

DIRECTOR OF REGULATORY AFFAIRS
SAN JOSE WATER COMPANY

374 WEST SANTA CLARA STREET
SAN JOSE, CA 95196

SCOTT CRATTY

MURRAY & CRATTY, LLC
725 VICHY HILLS DRIVE
UKIAH, CA 95482

MARCO GOMEZ

ATTORNEY AT LAW

S.F. BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT
PO BOX 12688

OAKLAND, CA 94604-2688

DOUG GARRETT

SENIOR DIRECTOR, GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
ICG COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

180 GRAND AVENUE, STE 800

OAKLAND, CA 94612

LESLA LEHTONEN

VP LEGAL AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS
CALIFORNIA CABLE & TELECOM ASSOCIATION
360 22ND STREET, SUITE 750

OAKLAND, CA 94612

REED V. SCHMIDT

VICE PRESIDENT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES
1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE
BERKELEY, CA 94703

THALIA N.C. GONZALEZ

LEGAL COUNSEL

THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE

1918 UNIVERSITY AVE., 2ND FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704

ROGER HELLER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DISABILITY RIGHTS ADVOCATES
2001 CENTER STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BERKELEY, CA 94704-1204

RICHARD J. BALOCCO

PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIA WATER ASSOCIATION
374 W. SANTA CLARA STREET
SAN JOSE, CA 95196

CHARLES BORN

MANAGER, GOVERNMENT & EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF CALIFORNIA
9260 E. STOCKTON BLVD.

ELK GROVE, CA 95624



JOSEPH CHICOINE

MANAGER, GOVERNMENT & EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
9260 E. STOCKTON BLVD.

ELK GROVE, CA 95624

CHARLES E. BORN

MANAGER-STATE GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
FRONTIER, A CITIZENS TELECOMMUNICATIONS
PO BOX 340

ELK GROVE, CA 95759

CHRIS BROWN

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CALIFORNIA URBAN WATER CONSERVATION
455 CAPITOL MAIL, SUITE 703
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

R. KEENAN DAVIS

GENERAL COUNSEL

01 COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
1515 K STREET, SUITE 100
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

TOM ECKHART
CAL - UCONS, INC.
10612 NE 46TH STREET

KIRKLAND, WA 98033
ANDREW O. ISAR
DIRECTOR, INDUSTRY RELATIONS

TELECOMMUNICATIONS RESELLERS ASSN.
7901 SKANSIE AVE 240
GIG HARBOR, WA 98335

Information Only

MICHAEL R. ROMANO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC
2300 CORPORATE PARK DR. STE 600
HERNDON, VA 20171-4845

GREG R. GIERCZAK
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
SURE WEST TELEPHONE
PO BOX 969

200 VERNON STREET
ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

ANDREW BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95811

DAVID HADDOCK

DIRECTOR, REGULATORY

01 COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
1515 K STREET, SUITE 100
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SHEILA DEY

WESTERN MANUFACTURED HOUSING COMMUNITIES
455 CAPITOL MALL STE 800

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

GREGORY J. KOPTA

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP
1201 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 2200
SEATTLE, WA 98101-3045

KELLY FAUL

SENIOR MANAGER

1111 SUNSET HILLS DRIVE
RESTON, VA 20190



WILLIAM H. WEBER

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CBEYOND COMMUNICATIONS

320 INTERSTATE NORTH PARKWAY
ATLANTA, GA 30339

KATHERINE K. MUDGE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY

7000 NORTH MOPAC EXPRESSWAY, 2ND FLOOR
AUSTIN, TX 78731

MARJORIE O. HERLTH

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
1801 CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 4700
DENVER, CO 80202

ALOA STEVENS

FRONTIER, A CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS CO.

299 S MAIN ST STE 1700
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111-2279

NORMAN A. PEDERSEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

HANNA AND MORTON, LLP

444 SOUTH FLOWER STREET, NO. 1500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

JACQUE LOPEZ

LEGAL ASSISTANT

VERIZON CALIFORNIA INC
CA501LB

112 LAKEVIEW CANYON ROAD
THOUSAND OAKS, CA 91362

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE, RM 321
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

MICHAEL SHAMES

ATTORNEY AT LAW

UTILITY CONSUMERS' ACTION NETWORK
3100 FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

DONALD M. JOHNSON

CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER
FULL POWER CORPORATION
2130 WATERS EDGE DR.
WESTLAKE, OH 44135-6602

JEFF WIRTZFELD

REGULATORY CONTACT

QWEST COMMUNICATION CORPORATION
1801 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 4700
DENVER, CO 80202

GREGORY T. DIAMOND
7901 LOWRY BLVD.
DENVER, CO 80230

AARON THOMAS

AES NEWENERGY, INC.

350 S. GRAND AVENUE, SUITE 2950
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

JANE DELAHANTY

U.S. TELEPACIFIC CORP.

515 S. FLOWER STREET, 47TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071-2201

DANIEL W. DOUGLASS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

21700 OXNARD STREET, SUITE 1030
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367

ALLEN K. TRIAL

COUNSEL

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, HQ-12D

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

CARL C. LOWER
UTILITY SPECIALISTS
717 LAW STREET

SAN DIEGO, CA 92109-2436



STEVE LAFOND

PUBLIC UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
CITY OF RIVERSIDE

2911 ADAMS STREET
RIVERSIDE, CA 92504

JUDY PECK

SEMPRA ENERGY UTILITIES

601 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 2060
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

ANNA KAPETANAKOS

SENIOR COUNSEL

AT&T CALIFORNIA

525 MARKET STREET, ROOM 2024
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARILYN H. ASH

U.S. TELEPACIFIC CORP.
620/630 3RD ST.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

MARK LYONS

SIMPSON PARTNERS LLP
SUITE 1800

TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JUDY PAU

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

TREG TREMONT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

STAFF COUNSEL

CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA
520 EL CAMINO REAL, STE 340

SAN MATEO, CA 94402

DONALD H. MAYNOR
ATTORNEY AT LAW

235 CATALPA DRIVE
ATHERTON, CA 94027

MARZIA ZAFAR

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC/SOCAL GAS
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 2060
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

MARGARET L. TOBIAS
TOBIAS LAW OFFICE
460 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

NANCY E. LUBAMERSKY
VICE PRESIDENT

U.S. TELEPACIFIC CORP.
620/630 3RD ST.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

VINCE VASQUEZ

SENIOR FELLOW, TECHNOLOGY STUDIES
PACIFIC RESEARCH INSTITUTE

755 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 450

SAN FRANCISSCO, CA 94111

KATIE NELSON

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

ALLEN S. HAMMOND, IV

PROFESSOR OF LAW

SANTA CLARA UNIVERSITY SHCOOL OF LAW
500 EL CAMINO REAL

SANTA CLARA, CA 94305

ALEXIS K. WODTKE

STAFEF ATTORNEY

CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA
520 S. EL CAMINO REAL, STE. 340
SAN MATEO, CA 94402
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JOHN DUTCHER

VICE PRESIDENT - REGULATORY AFFAIRS
MOUNTAIN UTILITIES

3210 CORTE VALENCIA

FAIRFIELD, CA 94534-7875

JOHN R. GUTIERREZ

COMCAST PHONE OF CALIFORNIA, LLC
12647 ALCOSTA BLVD., SUITE 200
SAN RAMON, CA 94583

ANITA C. TAFF-RICE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

1547 PALOS VERDES MALL, SUITE 298
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597

SHELLEY BERGUM

DEAF & DISABLED TELECOMMUNICATIONS PRGRM
505 14TH STREET, SUITE 400

OAKLAND, CA 94612-3532

RICHARD H. LEVIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
6741 SEBASTOPOL AVE STE 230
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472-3838

SCOTT BLAISING
ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN & BLAISING, P.C.
915 L STREET, STE. 1270
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ADAM L. SHERR

ATTORNEY AT LAW

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
1600 7TH AVENUE, 3206

SEATTLE, WA 98191-0000

LOU FILIPOVICH
15376 LAVERNE

DRIVE

SAN LEANDRO, CA 9457

JOANN RICE

REGULATORY MANAGER
SBC LONG DISTANCE
5850 W. LAS POSITAS BLVD.

PLEASANTON, CA

LEON M. BLOOMF

94588

IELD

ATTORNEY AT LAW
WILSON & BLOOMFIELD, LLP

1901 HARRISON
OAKLAND, CA 9

TIMOTHY S. GUS

STREET,
4612

TER

GENERAL COUNSEL
GREAT OAKS WATER COMPANY

PO BOX 23490
SAN JOSE, CA

95153

ALEXANDRA HANSON

DIRECTOR PROVISIONING
01 COMMUNICATIONS,

1515 K STREET,
SACRAMENTO, CA

SHEILA HARRIS

SUITE
95814

9

SUITE 1620

INC.

100

MANAGER, GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
INTEGRA TELECOM HOLDINGS, INC.
1201 NE LLOYD BLVD.,

PORTLAND, OR
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State Service

DANIEL R. PAIGE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

CHERRIE CONNER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DANILO E. SANCHEZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER BRANCH

ROOM 3200

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONALD J. LAFRENZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEMAKING BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FRED L. CURRY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER ADVISORY BRANCH

ROOM 3106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JACQUELINE A. REED

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5017

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JANE WHANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5029

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHARLES H. CHRISTIANSEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRIS WITTEMAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5129

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DENISE MANN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS & CONSUMER ISSUES BRA
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FE N. LAZARO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

HELEN M. MICKIEWICZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5123

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JAMES SIMMONS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS & CONSUMER ISSUES BRA
ROOM 4108

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JEORGE S. TAGNIPES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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JOHN E. THORSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5112

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARL BEMESDERFER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5006

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL C. AMATO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
ROOM 3203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NATALIE BILLINGSLEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS & CONSUMER ISSUES BRA
ROOM 4108

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD FISH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LICENSING TARIFFS, RURAL CARRIERS & COST
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT M. POCTA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS BRA
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEVEN KOTZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 2251

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIMOTHY J. SULLIVAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5212

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KARIN M. HIETA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TELECOMMUNICATIONS & CONSUMER ISSUES BRA
ROOM 4108

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LEE-WHEI TAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL D. MCNAMARA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CARRIER BRANCH

ROOM 3207

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PHILLIP ENIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER ISSUES ANALYSIS BRANCH
ROOM 2101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD SMITH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5019

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RUDY SASTRA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
UTILITY & PAYPHONE ENFORCEMENT
AREA 2-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SUE WONG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT & IMPLEMENTATION BRAN
AREA 3-D

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

WILLIAM JOHNSTON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
POLICY & DECISION ANALYSIS BRANCH
AREA 3-F

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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